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were released by the United States 
2012 EPA's 

and associated 2011 
describe the results of their Am·11-l\~::iv 

of one of the ) µ1 i::1r1uu:;1v 

by the and their at san1pli11a mnnilrnrirm 

well MW-02. In summary, the USGS did not findthe presence of 
several chemical of most 
and to be found in 
mo1nitorina wells MW-01 and/or MW-02 by EPA. Other materials 
nrn11in11~~111 found by the EPA were found at lower 
concentrations by the USGS. 

The 2011 EPA Pavillion Draft 
linked to has come 

under intense by the 4 The USGS 
data does not any such link. Some of the flawsthat have 
been identifiedinclude well construction 
and dev,eloprne11t: 

because the 

The two new USGS' underscore the need for tran,soarent 
oeer-re~v1e1;vea research and the use of proven and tested 

USGS recoaniz13d 
the EPA 
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based upon 
and USGS documents 2 

EPA was onsite and may have influenced the USGS' ' 
effort. For USGS' fieldnotes 1 collected the 
sarr1plir1a of MW-01 indicate not all 
as by the USGS due to the EPA access and 
time for full USGS collection. 

USGS did 

one 
its Data Series 1· "One of interest 

in the Pavillion area, 2-butO)'.VetJ1amJ/. was not identified in 
the TIC of the environmental "In 

that 

of pan3meters 
none of these pan3me,ters 

were detected at levels that exceeded EPA 
based Maximum Contaminant Levels 
The chloride level in from MW-01 was 27 

well below the EPA MCL of 250 
propane, and similar corr1p0Linds 

nN· 11 rri 1nr and many of these have been 
historicallv~ in the Pavillion area, a 

fact that has not been by USGS or EPA. MW-
01 is located in a very shallow natural gas area 
and the presence of methane and other is not 

sarr1plir1a "''"VII"""'' which is unusual. It is 
recommended that all revisions of the USGS SAP be 

groundwal!er from to the Field notes and observations should be 
the data and not in the SAP. 

methods. 
USGS was unable to meet standard USGS and best 

USGS' work has raised the bar for sound science in the EPA's sarr1plir1a/01uraina methods for well MW-02 due 

Pavillion some technical issues still remain 
review and consideration by the and the 

sc1emtilicc1JmrnunHv These issues include: 

sent those 
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1 Modified after USGS Figure 2, Data Series 718 Report 1 
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in the USGS Data Series 
the revised USGS SAP2 EPA,'ss:am~>ling 

MW-02 should have been disclosed and discussed in USGS 
Data Series It is unclear whether USGS was 

the MW-02 fieldnotes - USGS 
and/or EPA - from this event should be to the 

USGS committed to 
on their National Water 

website 7 To date 8, 
almost 5-1/2 months after 

in 
and the 

or construction. 

USGS noted in the SAP2
, but not in their Data Series 

that a 4-inch "black carbon steel 
was used in the construction of wells MW-01 
and MW-02. Paint can contain a wide and 
metal and it is not sound to 
use or materials in any environmental 
monitor well for this reason. 

in the EPA 2011 Draft show what appears to 
r.111,,-"'""1'"1'! sand catcher above and in contact with the 

well screen. These very facts had not prev1rnJs1v 
been disclosed by the EPA. EPA has since acknovvledaec 
agency had ore11iowslv 
construction information. 6 The 

identifiedconstruction issues. 

Sampling occurred over a 

Begin collection 
of environmental 

sample 2 
3hour period (Sample 1). 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111•1 

Groundwater not stable for 
pH during sampling period 

900 

Sample 2 terminated early due to 
EPA limiting access and time for 
completion of sampling by USGS 

1,200 

In summary, the most sia11ific:antkev 
inveistH~at1on at Pavillion is that most of the 

Page 2 

1,500 

indicator 
link between 

hvdraul!ic 11a\Au1111>i and contamination 
were not found in the USGS and thus the USGS results 
are with EPA's results of 2011 The purpose 
of the EPA efforts at Pavillion was to sources 
of residential water well odor and taste by some 
residents. No connection to odor and taste has been established 

in the EPA and 

information 

Wells near Pavillion, 

in Two 
near 

"lnv1estigation of Ground Water Contamination near Pavillion, Wyoming", 
December 2011. 

4 "Review of U.S. EPA's December, 2011 Draft 
Contamination near Pavillion, Wyoming", April 
5 http://www.usgs.gov/newsroomlarticle.asp?ID=3410 

7 http://waterdata.usgs.gov/nwis 
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